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closure of the commitments of the United States and a plain 
statement of what they involve?" 

The first statement is true, but official announcement was 
made when the last of our troops was withdrawn from Rus- 
sian territory, and this government is not at present partici- 
pating in any armed action against Soviet Russia, nor is it 
supporting with money, men, or munitions any of the groups 
or parties which are in conflict with the Soviets. The in- 
sinuation in the last question that this government is se- 
cretly committed to intervention in Russia is gratuitous. It 
has no basis whatsoever in fact, and the implied charge that 
such commitments exist is refuted by the well-known policy 
of opposition to intervention maintained for months preced- 
ing the decision of the Supreme War Council to send troops 
to Russia, by our effort to reduce the joint intervention to 
the smallest scope, and to hold to specifically defined and 
limited purposes. The recently published exchange of notes 
between this government and Poland clearly expresses the 
policy of this government. This question is an indication of 
the spirit in which this questionnaire was drawn, which is 
not at all to discover the truth as to whether or not this 
government is secretly committed to such action, but so to 
phrase the question as to prejudge the replies. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

Norman H. Davis, 

Acting Secretary. 



THE UNITED STATES, INTERNATIONAL 
POLITICS, AND THE LEAGUE 

Anglo-American relations have been subjected to "pin 
pricks" of late, and to such an extent that Ambassador 
Geddes left Washington for London on January 15 to advise 
with the British Ministry. He proceeded to Paris as soon as 
he crossed, and. advised with the Supreme Council during 
its deliberations, "from January 25 on to its adjournment. 
Later, in London, he conferred with Foreign Office and Cab- 
inet officials, and about February 10 took passage for New 
York, having received explicit instructions on mooted issues, 
especially disarmament. 

MR. HARDING ON ANGLO-AMERICAN FRIENDSHIP 

On the 19th a letter from President-elect Harding was 
made public, which it will be important to keep in mind as 
affairs develop. The text follows : 

Marion, Ohio. 
John A. Stewart, Esq., 

The Sulgrave Institution, 3903 Woolworth Building. 
New York City, N. Y. 

Dear Mr. Stewart : The labor of uniting into still closer 
amity and understanding the English-speaking peoples of 
the world has a significance of good to all Americans and to 
all nations and races of the world. 

Destiny has made it a historical fact that the English- 
speaking peoples have been the instrument through which 
civilization has been flung to the far corners of the globe. 
I am impressed not so much by the glory that English-speak- 
ing peoples may take to themselves as by the profound duties 
that God has thrust upon them — duties of being restrained, 
tolerant and just. These duties will find their greatest rec- 
ognition in a united, unshakeable friendship and understand- 
ing and oneness of purpose — not for the exclusion from 
brotherhood of others, but for a better brotherhood flowing 
toward others. 

I believe that when the wisdom of America is summoned 
to assist the world in building a workable, as distinguished 
from a bungling, agreement or association for the prevention 
of war, unity of English-speaking peoples will play no small 
part, not to invade the rights or exclude the fellowship of 
other nations, but to protect and include them. 
Faithfully yours, 

Warren G. Harding. 



THE UNITED STATES LEAVES AMBASSADORS' COUNCIL 

Three agencies, since the signing of the Peace Treaty, 
have been functioning in interpreting the terms of the treaty 
and in enforcing the same — the Supreme Council of the Al- 
lied Powers, the Council of the League of Nations, and the 
Council of the Ambassadors. From the last of these the 
United States formally withdrew January 11, Ambassador 
Wallace explaining the action in the following terms : 

The United States has participated in the meetings of the 
ambassadors principally for the purpose of dealing with 
questions relating to the armistice, and also in order to keep 
covenant with questions relating to treaties, pending action 
in the United States upon them. 

In view of the fact that most of the important questions 
relating to the armistice have been disposed of, and inas- 
much as the Treaty of Versailles has not been ratified by 
the United States, there appears to be no further occasion 
for continuing the American representation in the conference. 

There is no hidden reason for my withdrawal. As is well 
known, my status has been that of an official representative, 
except in certain specific questions which have been handled 
by the conference, such as the negotiation and the signing 
of the treaty with Hungary. Now, after more than 100 
meetings, after practically all the questions in which the 
United States was directly interested have been settled, it is 
meet and proper for America, since she has not ratified the 
treaty, to withdraw her representatives. 

FRANCE, THE UNITED STATES, AND THE LEAGUE 
Rene Viviani, one of the French delegation to the meeting 
of the League Assembly at Geneva, in his formal report on 
his mission, rendered January 19, said : 

In several weeks we are going to see what official inter- 
pretation will be given to the pact on the other side of the 
Atlantic. We French are ready to take conciliatory steps 
in good consciences. It cannot be permitted that technicali- 
ties shall separate us from America. I refer to Article X. 
But I believe there is a more fundamental difference. 

Article X is evidently dangerous for honest people, who 
wish no bluff in their relations with other nations. It was 
because of Article X that I opposed the admission of the 
Baltic States and Georgia to the League, because if these 
nations were attacked by the Bolsheviki we would not be in 
a position to give them aid. It may be in America that they 
fear the duty of sending armies to Europe. In given condi- 
tions we can well afford to review Article X. 

But that is not the only point at issue. Even the existence 
of the covenant is threatened. Mr. Harding speaks of an 
association of nations. We speak of the League of Nations. 
Now, if it were only a question of words, it would not be 
important. But it is not merely a question of words. 

There are two conceptions of the League. In the first 
conception the pact has been put at the head of treaties, not 
only preceding the articles of the treaties, but serving as a 
moral preface. There is an appeal to international honor, 
then there is the covenant, and then the articles of the trea- 
ties. The League is tied up to the treaties, so that if the 
League disappears many articles of the treaties disappear. 
What would become of the whole mandate system? 

There is another conception. It is that which Argentina 
manifested at Geneva when she proposed nothing less than 
to destroy the pact. No one else agreed with her. This 
argument is that on one side there exists the treaty, whole 
in itself, and on the other hand the pact, which is something 
else. This is a conception which we cannot accept. 

Be generous. What great work in the history of humanity 
has been achieved in one day? Do not despair of the League. 
It is absurd to say that the League has only to shake its 
finger to save the world from all ills. But wait. Let it 
grow. It will become, little by little, not the supergovern- 
ment we have heard about, not a superparliament, but a 
great moral arbiter. 



